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2. This REPORT consists of a total of 4 sheets, including this cover sheet. 

□ This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, i.e., sheets of the description, claims and/or drawings which have been 

70 i * 1 T ITu 0 ^ 18 re . P0rt and/0r Sheets containin S rectifications made before this Authority (see Rule 
70. 16 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 



These annexes consist of a total of 



sheets. 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
I. 
II. 



[XI Basis of the opinion 
I I Priority 



III. 
IV. 
V. 

VI. 
VII. 
VIII. 



[X] Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

IE1 Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability- 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

□ Certain documents cited 

□ Certain defects in the international application 

□ Certain observations on the international application 
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Intemation 



L Basis of the report 



International application No. 
PCT/BR 2003/000202 



With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
13 the international application as originally filed 

I I the description: 

pages , as originally filed 

pages , filed with the demand 

pages , filed with the letter of . 

the claims: 

pages , as originally filed 

pages , as amended (together with any statement) under Article 1 9 

pages , filed with the demand 

pages , filed with the letter of . 

n the drawings: 

pages , as originally filed 

pages , filed with the demand 

pages , filed with the letter of _. 

□ the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages , as originally filed 

Pages , filed with the demand 

pages , filed with the letter of . 



2 ' wWh re Affn^ h n «^T a8 r a !'- lhC el6 1?f n ! S m f ked above were availabIe or fumished t0 this Authorit y i" A" language in 
which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item 
These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23 1 (b)) 
the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

^ or55 a 3) 8UaSe ° f * e tranS ' ati0n fumished for me Purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rule 55.2 and/ 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international 
preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing- 

□ contained in the international application in printed form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently fumished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

^ b?en fuShed ** ' nf0rmati ° n recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 

The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 
O the description, pages . 

□ the claims, Nos. . 

□ the drawings, sheets/fig 



5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 

* K C rZw ff^ T^«^T^ J 5r UM t0 the receivi »S OP™ in ™P<»ise to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to 
7017) -originally filed and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rides 70.16 and 

* Any replacement sheet containing such , 
Form PCT/IPEA/409 (Box I) (July 1998)) 



70.17), 

** ^^r!^n^^ contatatovsucli amendment s must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report 
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International application No. 
PCT/BR 2003/000202 



III, Non-est ablishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



1. 



The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non obvious), or to be 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ 

the entire international application, 

£3 claims Nos. 17,18. 
because: 

^] the said international application, or the said claims Nos. 17,18 relate to the following subject matter which does not 
require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

Remark: Although claims 17 and 18 relate to a method of diagnosis practiced on 
the human or animal body (see PCT Rule 39.1 (iv)) the examination was carried 
out and based on the alleged effects. 



□ 

the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. are so unclear that 

no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 



□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

□ no international search report has been established for said claims Nos. 



A meaningful international preliminary examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of the nucleotide and/or amino acid 
sequence listing to comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 
I I tne written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard 

□ 

the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 
Form PCT/IPEA/409 (Box III) (July 1998) ~ " 
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International application No. 
PCT/BR 2003/000202 


v. Rea*med statement unaer Article 35(Z) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability: 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 


i ■ otatement 

Novelty (N) Claims 1_22 


YES 


Claims 


NO 


Inventive step (IS) Claims -J_22 


YES 


Claims 


NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 1-16,19-22 


YES 


Claims 17,18 


NO 


Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7) 



The following document has been cited in the Search Report: 

D1: HATTORI, M.A. etal. Angiotensin l-Converting Enzyme Isoforms (High and Low 
Molecular Weight) in Urine of Premature and Full-Term Infants. Hypertension, 2000 Vol 
35, No. 6, pages 1284-1290 

D1 is an example which demonstrates that identification of angiotensin l-converting 
enzyme (ACE) in urine in e.g. hypertensive patients is a well established method 
However, D1 does not suggest the testing of the isoforms (polypeptides and genes 
thereof) which are given in present claims. Therefore, novelty and inventive step are 
recognized for the subject-matters of claims 1-22. 

It is clear that ACE is usually detected outside of the human body e.g. in urine. Claims 17 
and 18 comprise "the detection in individuals". That expression could mean that a 
method is practised on the human body - whereas it seams to be clear that the detection 
n urine is done outside of the human body (claim 19). In other words claims 17 and 18 
nter alia relate to methods of diagnosis practiced on the human or animal body (see PCT 
=<ule 39.1 (iv)). The subject-matters of these claims are not industrially applicable, 
ndustrial applicability is given for the subject-matters of claims 1-16 and 19-22 
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